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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) d Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other; . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060104 



Application/Control Number: 09/451 ,442 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2622 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 1 1/9/05, and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 1-9, 15 and 18 are pending. 

Specification 

2. The corrected or substitute specification was received on 1 1/9/05. The 
specification is acceptable. 

Drawings 

3. In response to the previous Drawing Objection (Office Action dated 2/7/05), the 
applicant states that a corrected drawing sheet is in preparation and will be submitted 
shortly. Examiner respectfully requests the applicant to submit the corrected drawing 
sheet in response to this Office Action. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9, 15 and 18 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Ozaki Japanese Patent Laid-Open Number 6-16481 1 . (The copy of the 
prior art filed on 10/19/05 is used in the rejection.) 

4. With respect to claim 1 , Ozaki discloses a data processing apparatus (fig. 13 & 
paragraph 88) comprising: 

an instruction input unit, arranged to input a manual instruction by the operator 

(fig- 5); 

a process unit, arranged to execute a predetermined process based on the input 
by said instruction input unit (fig. 5); 

a connection unit, arranged to connect with an external device (fig. 1 ); 

a storage unit, arranged to store message data received from the external device 
through said connection unit (paragraph 89); 

a display unit, arranged to display the message data stored in said storage unit 
(fig. 6 & paragraph 89); 

a discrimination unit, arranged to discriminate whether or not the manual 
instruction by the operator is not input for a predetermined period of time (paragraphs 
90&91);and 
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a control unit, arranged to control said display unit to start displaying information 
based on the message data stored in said storage unit, in response to the discriminated 
result provided by said discrimination unit that no manual instruction by the operator has 
been input for the predetermined period of time (paragraphs 90 &91 ). Also refer to fig. 
14. 

5. With respect to claim 15, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1, 
are applicable. 

6. With respect to claim 18, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 

Claims 1,15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Davis et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,822,123 (hereinafter Davis). 

7. With respect to claim 1 , Davis discloses a data processing apparatus comprising: 
an instruction input unit, arranged to input a manual instruction by the operator; 

a process unit, arranged to execute a predetermined process based on the input 
by said instruction input unit; 

a connection unit, arranged to connect with an external device; 

a storage unit, arranged to store message data received from the external device 
through said connection unit; 

a display unit, arranged to display the message data stored in said storage unit; 

a discrimination unit, arranged to discriminate whether or not the manual 
instruction by the operator is not input for a predetermined period of time; and 
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a control unit, arranged to control said display unit to start displaying information based 
on the message data stored in said storage unit, in response to the discriminated result 
provided by said discrimination unit that no manual instruction by the operator has been 
input for the predetermined period of time (col. 6, lines 13-26; col. 35, lines 41-47; col. 
37, lines 9-12; & col. 38, lines 16-20). 

8. With respect to claim 15, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 

9. With respect to claim 18, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Ozaki as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Inui et al. U.S. Patent No. 

6,295,389 (hereinafter Inui). 

10. With respect to claim 2, Ozaki discloses the data processing apparatus according 
to claim 1 , but Ozaki does not explicitly disclose the displaying unit for displaying a 
display image frame different for each process function executed by said process unit, 
and said control unit for controlling the display based on the message data received 
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from the external device through said connection unit and stored in said storage unit, 
according to the display image frame for which the information is intended. 

Inui, the same field of endeavor of the data processing apparatus having a 
display unit, discloses the displaying unit for displaying a display image frame different 
for each process function executed by said process unit, and a control unit for 
controlling the display based on the instructions received and messages stored in a 
storage unit, according to the display image frame for which the information is intended 
(col. 7, lines 39-53 & figs. 9 & 12). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate the multiple image display frame of Inui into the data processing 
apparatus of Ozaki. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to display received 
multiple messages simultaneously using the different image frames. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ozaki with Inui to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 2. 

1 1 . With respect to claim 3, Inui discloses the data processing apparatus according, 
wherein said display unit is adapted to display a display image frame of information 
based on the message data received and stored in said storage unit, and an operation 
image frame for input by said instruction input unit (col. 7, lines 39-53 & figs. 9 & 12) 
wherein Ozaki discloses the data processing apparatus including the display unit for 
displaying message data received from the external device through said connection unit 
(figs. 2 & 6). 
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12. With respect to claim 4, Inui discloses the data processing apparatus according, 
wherein said display unit is adapted to display first display information to be displayed in 
place for the operation image frame for input by said instruction input unit, based on the 
message data and stored in said storage unit, and second display information to be 
displayed in the operation image frame (col. 7, lines 39-53 & figs. 9 & 12) wherein Ozaki 
discloses the data processing apparatus including the display unit for displaying 
message data received from the external device through said connection unit (figs. 2 & 
6). 



Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ozaki as applied to claim 1 or 2 above, and further in view of Martenson U.S. Patent 
No. 6,219,708. 

13. With respect to claim 5, Ozaki discloses the data processing apparatus according 
to claim 1 , but Itakura does not disclose expressly that the control unit receives, by MIB 
message data for the information to be displayed by said display unit and stored in said 
storage unit, and executes reception from the external device through said connection 
unit according to SNMP . 

Martenson discloses a data processing apparatus comprising a control unit for 
receiving, by MIB (col. 10, lines 23-29), message data for the information to be 
displayed by a display unit and stored in a storage unit, and executes reception from the 
external device through said connection unit according to SNMP (col. 10, lines 1-4, 23- 
29). Also, read col. 2, lines 27-40. 
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Ozaki & Martenson are combinable because they are from same field of 
endeavor that is the network communication. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate the SNMP communication method of Martenson into the 
data processing apparatus of Ozaki. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to receive/transmit the 
message data using SNMP in the network and thus providing more flexibility to the 
network user 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ozaki with Martenson to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 

14. With respect to claim 6, Examiner takes an Official Notice that receiving a 
message, as an electronic mail data is well known in the network multifunctional 
printer/copier art. Furthermore, Martenson teaches the method of sending messages 
as electronic mails to be displayed on the network device (col. 16, lines 44-63). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ozaki with Martenson to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 6. 

15. With respect to claim 7, Martenson discloses a data processing apparatus, 
wherein said control unit receives message data of the information to be displayed by 
said display unit and stored in said storage unit, according to SMTP/POP (col. 5, lines 
55-62). 
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Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ozaki as applied to claim 1 or 2 above, and further in view of Henderson et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,185,603 (hereinafter Henderson). 

16. With respect to claim 8, Ozaki discloses the data processing apparatus according 
to claim 1. 

Ozaki, however, does not disclose expressly that the display unit is capable of 
displaying information of plural display colors, and said control unit is adapted to vary 
the display color according to the priority contained in the message data received from 
the external device through said connection unit and stored in said storage unit. 

Henderson, the same field of endeavor of the message displaying art, discloses 
a data processing apparatus comprising display unit for displaying information of plural 
display colors, and a control unit is adapted to vary the display color according to the 
priority contained in the message data received from an external device through said 
connection unit and stored in a storage unit (col. 7, line 64 - col. 8, line 4). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the color display of Henderson with the data processing 
apparatus of Ozaki. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to distinguish each 
messages using different color. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ozaki with Henderson to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 8. 
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1 7. With respect to claim 9, Henderson, the same field of endeavor of the message 
displaying art, discloses a data processing apparatus comprising an accumulation unit 
for storing plural files, wherein said control unit is adapted to cause said display unit to 
display information indicating the file accumulated in said accumulation unit, and 
display unit for displaying information with different display color according to the 
attribute of the file (col. 8, lines 15-18). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the color display of Henderson with the data processing 
apparatus of Ozaki. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to distinguish each 
messages using different color. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ozaki with Henderson to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 9. 

Conclusion 

18. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAN S. PARK whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7409. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Chan S. Park 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2&22 
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